
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Viiginia 223 1 3- 1 450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/159,833 


09/24/1998 


ICENICHI UTSUMI 


1990.62597 


5612 



24978 7590 07/02/2004 

GREER, BURNS & GRAIN 
300 S WACKER DR 
25TH FLOOR 
CHICAGO, IL 60606 



EXAMINER 



JACKSON, JENISE E 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2131 

DATE MAILED: 07/02/2004 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 




^ 

Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

09/159,833 



Examiner 

Jenise E Jackson 



ApPicant(s) 
UTSUMI ET AL 



Art Unit 

2131 




- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 



basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 3-4, 6-8, 10, 13-14, 18, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Rupp. 

3. As per claims 1, 3, 6, 10, 18, Rupp teaches a first user can protect access to information 
recorded on a medium with a second password(see lines 17-23), Rupp teaches a first user 
because, Rupp teaches that a first user is the person in charge of the MIS department, and can 
protect access to information recorded on a medium with a master password(see lines 17-23), 
and can selectively permit the first and second user to access the information without the second 
password(see lines 19-20), because Rupp teaches that a supervisor can unlock any hard drive 
regardless of the individual password(see lines 19-20). Thus, the supervisor of Rupp can unlock 
any hard drive in the department, and the second user does not have to have the master password, 
which is the second password(see lines 17-23) . Rupp inherently discloses a password 
preserving unit, because the master password and the default password must be preserved in 
order to grant access, and thus are verified, because access is granted based upon if the correct 
password is given(see lines 1 1-23). This granted access of Rupp is the hard drive many be 
unlocked with the default password, and locked or unlocked with the master password(see lines 
11-16, lines 17-23). Rupp also, teaches that when a user does not input a password, because 
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Rupp teaches that a user does not need to input a password every time, the default password is 
used to unlock the hard drive, thus when the password is in agreement it unlocks the hard 
drive(see lines 1 1-16), if the password is not in agreement is inherent in Rupp, because a 
password is compared to a stored password in order to grant access. The access being the 
unlocking feature of Rupp(see lines 17-23). 

4. As per claims 3-4, limitations already been addressed(see claim 1). Also, as per claims 3- 

4. a first password is read entering a prompt, Rupp teaches that the disk can be locked by 
entering a prompt(see lines 24-27). 

5. As per claim 9, Rupp teaches that in the medium(see lines 4-5), a password preserving 
area to preserve the second password is provided in a specific area which cannot be accessed by 
an ordinary read command and write command, because Rupp teaches that a supervisor with the 
master password can unlock any hard drive(see Unes 17-23). 

6. As per claim 11, Rupp teaches wherein the medium is a mediimi fixedly enclosed in the 
apparatus main body, because Rupp teaches a hard drive(see lines 24). 

7. As per claim 12, Rupp teaches wherein the medium is a removable medium, which is 
detachable fi-om the apparatus main body, because a hard drive may be removed(see lines 47- 
49). 

8. As per claims 13, 20, limitations have already been addressed(see claim 1). Also, as per 
claim 13, Rupp teaches a plurality of kinds of passwords, because Rupp teaches a default 
password and a master password(see lines 8-9). 
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9. As per claim 14, Rupp teaches that a hard disk can be unlock with providing the correct 
password, the default password, therefore, one can access the hard disk and read/write to the 
disk, by unlocking the disk(see lines 11-23). 

10. As per claims 7-8, limitations already addressed(see claim 1). Also, as per claims 7-8, 
the second password is set on the hard drive(non- volatile memory)(see lines 17-19). The first 
password, default password is on a hard disk of Rupp(see lines 4-7) 



11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 15-17 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rupp in view of Bellmore et al. 

13. As per claims 15-17 and 21, Rupp teaches, a first user can protect access to information 
recorded on a medium with a second password(see lines 17-23), Rupp teaches a first user 
because, Rupp teaches that a first user is the person in charge of the MIS department, and can 
protect access to information recorded on a medium with a master password(see lines 17-23), 
and can selectively permit the first and second user to access the information without the second 
password, because Rupp teaches that a supervisor can unlock any hard drive regardless of the 
individual password(see lines 19-20). Thus, the supervisor of Rupp can unlock any hard drive in 
the department, and the second user does not have to have the master password, which is the 
second password(see lines 17-23). Rupp inherently discloses a password preserving unit, 
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because the master password and the default password must be preserved in order to grant 
access, and thus are verified, because access is granted based upon if the correct password is 
given(see lines 1 1-23). This granted access of Rupp is the hard drive many be unlocked with the 
default password, and locked or unlocked with the master password(see lines 11-16, lines 17-23). 
Rupp also, teaches that when a user does not input a password, because Rupp teaches that a user 
does not need to input a password every time, the default password is used to unlock the hard 
drive, thus when the password is in agreement it unlocks the hard drive, if the password is not in 
agreement is inherent in Rupp, because a password is compared to a stored password in order to 
grant acces(see lines 11-16, lines 17-23). The access being the unlocking feature of Rupp. Rupp 
fails to teach a validity term for setting the validity term into the first password, and a counter, 
and changing the password. Bellmore discloses setting a vahdity term into the first password, 
counter, and changing the password(see col. 2, lines 39-55, col. 4, lines 16-42, col. 6, lines 38-63 
of Bellmore). 

14. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include Rupp with Bellmore, to include a validity term for setting the validity term into the 
first password, and a counter, and changing the password, the motivation is that passwords are a 
password can be guessed correctly, because users generally pick a password that is a small 
number of characters(see col. 2, lines 13-25 of Belbnore). Thus, in changing the password after 
a certain amount of time provides a more secure system, in which passwords cannot be easily 
guessed(see col. 2, lines 13-25 of Bellmore). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jenise E Jackson whose telephone number is (703) 306-0426. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (6:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m.) alternate Friday's. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (703) 305-9648. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




' AYAZ SHEIKH 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 




